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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 December 2007 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-7.9.10 and 13-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-7.9.10 and 13-24 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 21 March 2004 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's response filed on 12/26/07. 
Applicant amends claims 1,7,14, and 1 9, cancels claims 8, 1 1 and 12. Claims 1 -7, 9- 
10, and 13-24 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 13, 14, 17-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sanderson et al. (US 6279906 B1). 

Concerning claims 1, 7, 14 and 19, Sanderson recites, a single multi-system 
video game controller for use with a plurality of different types host gaming systems that 
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support different USB modes, the multi-system video game controller comprising 
[Abstract, column 8, lines 36-44]: a communication interface to facilitate 
communication with the plurality of different types of host gaming systems [column 8, 
lines 36-65]. Sanderson teaches a USB protocol module to utilize a first USB mode 
during communication with a first host gaming system and a second USB mode during 
communication with a second host gaming system [column 8, lines 5-65]. A USB 
protocol module, operatively coupled to the processor to facilitate communication with 
the different host gaming systems is obvious and well known to one of ordinary skill in 
the art as common properties of USB. Sanderson teaches to facilitate communication 
and operate the controller in a first USB mode when the video game controller is 
connected to a first host gaming system and to facilitate communication and operate the 
controller in a second USB mode when the video game controller is connected to a 
second host gaming system [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 12]. Sanderson 
teaches the controller containing a memory operatively coupled to the processor 
[column 2, line 38-column 3, line 16]. Sanderson teaches a video game controller, 
comprising: means for determining which of a first host gaming system or a second host 
gaming system is attempting to establish a USB connection with the video game 
controller [column 7, line 54-column 8, line 65]. Sanderson teaches the physical 
characteristics of the connector and electrical and timing characteristics of the standard 
output signals from the base unit must be adapted to comply with the electrical and 
protocol requirements of any or all of the ports available such as USB [column 8, lines 
36-44]. Concerning the USB protocol module is configured to automatically switch to 



Application/Control Number: 10/816,800 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3714 

the first USB mode if connected to the first host gaming system and to the second USB 
mode if connected to the second host gaming system, depend upon the systems the 
controller is connected to. Sanderson teaches the controller automatically switches 
modes when it determines the properties of the system when it is connected, and 
configures itself and the system to operate together [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 
12]. Furthermore, Sanderson teaches the first and second host gaming systems are 
different types of host gaming systems [Abstract]. Although the controller taught by 
Sanderson requires an adapter to connect to different host systems using USB protocol, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the controller with the USB adapter to make a USB 
controller, since it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly 
been formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard 
v. Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). 

Concerning claim 2, Sanderson teaches the communication interface comprises 
an RF module to facilitate wireless communication [column 9, lines 38-49]. 

Concerning claim 3, Sanderson teaches the communication interface comprises 
a serial cable to facilitate wired communication [column 9, lines 38-49]. 

Concerning claims 5, 1 1 , and 21 , Sanderson teaches the first host gaming 
system comprises a console-based gaming system and the second host gaming system 
comprises a personal computer [Abstract]. 

Concerning claims 6 and 18, Sanderson teaches a general-purpose controller 
with one or more multi-function actuators [column 8, lines 5-51]. 
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Concerning claim 13, Sanderson teaches a wireless module to support wireless 
communication [column 9, lines 38-49]; and a power source to supply power to the 
processor, the memory, and the wireless module [column 4, liens 39-64]. 

Concerning claim 17, Sanderson teaches communicating with one of the first or 
second host gaming system over a wireless link [column 9, lines 38-49]. 

5. Claims 4, 9-1 0, 1 5, 1 6, 20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sanderson (US 6279906 B1) in view of Wright (7024501 B1). 

Concerning claims 4, 15 and 20, Wright teaches the first USB mode is low speed 
USB and the second USB mode is one of full speed USB or high speed USB [column 

6, lines 4-25 and 51-61]. Wright teaches speed tradeoffs when selecting the 
appropriate wireless communication channel and the type of device being connected, 
therefore, there are different modes of speed when connecting the controller to the host 
system. Sanderson teaches the controller automatically determines the properties of 
the system when it is connected, and configures itself and the system to operate 
together [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 12]. 

Concerning claims 9, 10 and 16, Wright teaches the USB module selects one of 
the first USB mode or the second USB mode when the game controller is first 
connected, at a time subsequent to when the game controller is connected, and 
automatically switches to the first or second USB mode depending upon a 
determination by the determining means. Sanderson teaches the controller 
automatically determines the properties of the system when it is connected, and 
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configures itself and the system to operate together [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 
12]. Sanderson teaches the controller automatically determines the properties of the 
system when it is connected, and configures itself and the system to operate together 
[column 6, line 35- column 7, line 12]. 

Concerning claim 22, Wright teaches receiving a request to identify the video 
game controller during initial connection [column 5, lines 19-29]; and ascertaining 
which of the first or second host gaming systems the video game controller is being 
connected to based upon the request [column 5, lines 51-67 and column 6, lines 1- 
20]. Furthermore, Sanderson teaches the controller automatically determines the 
properties of the system when it is connected, and configures itself and the system to 
operate together [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 12]. 

Concerning claim 23, Wright teaches setting the video game controller to the first 
USB mode; and upon determination that the video game controller is being connected 
for communication with the second host gaming system, automatically re-setting the 
video game controller to the second USB mode [column 5, lines 36-52 and column 6, 
lines 4-25 and 51-61]. Sanderson teaches the controller automatically determines the 
properties of the system when it is connected, and configures itself and the system to 
operate together [column 6, line 35- column 7, line 12]. 

Concerning claim 24, Wright teaches one or more computer-readable media 
comprising computer-executable instructions [column 6, lines 26-35]. 

It would have been obvious to combine the universal controller taught by 
Sanderson with the method for attaching USB peripherals as taught by Wright because 
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all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could 
have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their 
respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one 
or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MANJOT K. DHILLON whose telephone number is 
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(571)270-1297. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs., 7 AM - 6 PM, 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bob Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert E Pezzuto/ Robert E. Pezzuto 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 Examiner 

Art Unit 3714 

/M. K. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



